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J | 10 ) ſee the rad Warks of any 
Writer, how celebrated ſoever, 
publiſhed without ſo much as the 
Editor's Name prefixed to them, or any 
Author, is ſamething ſo vncatamon, that 
it. maſt greatly tend 4 all eu 


1 the Reading. of then 
| A 2 It 


. 
* 


F ee 

+ it looks, as if the Edrter/was of - Opi- 
* niong either that they do not anſwer the 
Character, which- has. been given of the 
Author by other celebrated Writers ; or 
that there are ſome Things in them, that 
cannot be defended. - 

And indeed; I take both of theſe to be 
the Caſe, 

But as it is aa SS ar. 
[| value the Letters of the Noble Writer, or 
8 to ſhew, they do not in general anſwer 
4 wee Ends, for which they are proſeſſedly 
written; I ſhall confine my Obſervations 
to what he has ſaid concerning Sacred 
Hiſtory, and particularly his Rematks on 
the Writings of the New Teftament. 

As to the Political Character of the 
Noble Writer, or whether he has given 
the World a true and faithful Hiſtory 
of his own Times, I ſhall * thee to 
others, alf n b 1 501 

My Concern wen. for chu of 
which he has given ſuch an Account, as 
muſt, I think, greatly eee 
of Popery, and of Inſidelity. 


The 


| r 


„„ Thelstudy of Divioityz/ or H hriſtia- 
b .* nity; as ihe Noble Writen obſer yeaciaſthe | 
e 1* Nob eſt am the. moi & Importe t , B 
xr i there have been Writers) and thoſe. Men 
” of no mean Parts, Tuch:: as Colb ut and 
þ Pre roi Ctuke df Infidelity. uy iod 
or I Wil got rank ihe Aufhor of the Let- 
5 ters on. Hiſtory. amang theſe Writers, 
y Dothan am ſure, be; has not made that 
-: -pſe af the Scriptures, ar af the Writings 
d af 'thoſe//wha:in this Age have: und 

Y taken. toi defend” Chrlilbenitg; ane might 


and ought. to have done. blots 1 20 3c 
This wall phinly agnes from de. 
owing dnfatces, Which he gives. 2; 
1. That Hiſtory, alm can furniſh the 
proper W that Chriſtanity is af 
ee 1s 919W Af T 2:mat 
| * That the Text of the Holy, Wait 

; Tu .onnmany Accounts, inſufficient tp be 
1 wre en ene 10 2 


A 29 ul: 24 130 1001 Ha „Ther 


ell * 


IS & 
4 


4 
i 


OW! 
3. That the Reſurrection vf 8 jon vf Letters has 
been a fatal Period, and b Clyitinnity 
-© has been in Decay ever fincs.'- Letters 
en the Study e Hiftory, p. 195185. 
As to the fri Poſition of the Noble 
Writer, That Hiſtory | alone can ſurniſh 
the proper Proofs, that Chriſtianity is cf 
"0: God ;'— Ianſwer, That fo far is it from 
being true, That Hiſtory alone is the 
proper Proof, that Chriſtianity is from 
© God;'—that it is no Proof at all of it. 
- Hiſtory may prove, That there was 
ſuch a Perſon as Jeſus Chriſt ;- that he 
Went about, teaching Men a New Reli- 
gion; that he worked ſeveral Miracles , 
that he foretold many Things, which 
cate to paſs, exactly in the ſame Manner, 
as he foretold them; and, that the Books 
of the New Teſtament were either written 
by the Apoſtles; or, which is the very 
ſame Thing. were e approved oy authorized 
by them. } $294 3 4 * 
Theſe are Facts) the 2 which 
can only be proved from Hiſtory. But 
this is no Proof, that the Doctrines or Re- 
ligion, 


the NeweTeſtament, is f God. That 
can be known only from theNuture of that 
Doctrine. di 1upow:the Examination of 
that Doctrine: it ſhall appear to be u 
thy of God, 4his is am uhanſwerable Proof 
of its being from God!- But, if it be not 


warthy of God the certain Conſequence 


is, that it cannot be of God. "DO 
Now, that! Chriſtianity ls a Religion 
worthy of God, has heen!demonſtrably 
proved by ſome of the moſt eminent Di- 
vines of the Reformed Religion. I need only 
mention two bf them, Dr. Samuel Clarks, 
and Dr. James Fofter ; the one ii his 
Evidences of Natural unh Revealed Nei- 
gian; the other in his Unfubiefs, Truth, ang 
Excellency of | the Chriftran Regin. 
If no mention had ever been made in 
Prophane, Or Eecleſiaſtieal Hiſtory, of 
Chriſtianity, or of the Divine - Author. 6f 
it; would. it follow, that we have no 


"5000.00 eee Amn No 
certainly. w-7 oi n. 


Here 


er that the Religion it teaches} is nt of 


God; Aae eb eng Probe that this 
Book muſt Be genuine, and wht pre. 


([583] 
Here is a Bog xalled The New Teſta- 
ment, which come:down'tdus; ſaid to be 
written by remain Perſons,:/wiivſe Names | 


ine menlingécd in it. It is allowed by all 


Men to beef grit Antigbity, but by 
whom it was ritten, is not certain. Sup 
poſing (his a0 ha the Caſeii s this) ai duff» | 
ciem Rraſon aul believe; that it is forgei 


God ? bo 4 *q 2 «1 108855 11 1-14" 21 
If it has all the internal Matks of being 
true, if ne ex are, and the 


tands to be??? 

Rut when, befides this, this by aps 
peals'to the OliiTeſtamant?;*'and when, 
upon Exatniaation, thoſe" Appeals appear 
to bo juſt and reve, is not this a farther 
wagfedeablc I Alteinünt, that the New 
Teſtaineit is gepulne, and, that the Re- 
ligion it tenches d of Go? 
Af che Truth of - ClitiMarilty depends 
one Ma Hiſtory, as the noble Writer 
_ aſſerts, 


491 

afſerts, why does he take notice at all of 
the Hiſtory of the Old Teſtament ? 
He complains of our Divines for ne- 
glecting the Study of Eccleſiaſtical Hiftory, 
which he muſt know to be falſe ; and, 
to ſhew the Neceſſity of it, gives us a Spe- 
cimen of Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, - - .. 

Now might it not be expected, that this 
Specimen, which he gives of Eccleſiaſtical 
Hiſtory, and his Reaſoning upon it, ſhould 
put it beyond all Diſpute, that the New 
Teſtament is genuine, when he aſſerte, 
© ThatHiſtory alone can furniſh the proper 
© Proofs, that Chriſtianity is of God? ' 
But ſo far from this, hecites the Eccles 
ſiaſtical Hiſlory to ſhew, that it contains. 
no Proof, that the Books of the New 
Teſtament were written by thoſe Perſons 
whoſe Names they bear, | 
If this be not betrayiog the Cauſe of 
Cheiſtianity, nothing can be ſo. 
L“et us hear the Noble Writer n this 
8 | 
« Abbadie ſays in his famous Book, that 
. ne. St, Matthero is cited by 

| B * Clement 


— 


| 
| 
lll 


in Writers that knew, or ſhould have 


1. $4 
Cement Biſhop of Rome, a Diſciple of 
the Apoſtles; | that Barnab | | cites 
* it in his Epiſtle; that Tg matius and 
* Polycarpe receive it; and that the ſame 
Fathers, that give Teſtimony. for Mat- 
* thew, give it likewiſe for Mark, Nay, 
© it will be found, I believe, that the 
* preſent Biſhop of London, in his, third 


* Paſtoral Letter, ſpeaks to the ſame effect. 


] will not trouble myſelf with any more 


 * Inſtances of the ſame kind. Let this, 


* which occurged to me as I was writing, 
*. ſuffice, It may well ſuffice, for I preſume 
the Fact advanced by the Miniſter, and 
s- by the Biſhop, is a Miſtake, If the 


Fathers of the firſt Century da mention 
* ſome Paſſages, that are agreeable to what 


* we read in our Evangeliſts, will it follow 
that theſe Fathers had the ſame Goſpels 
before them? To ſay fo. is a manifeſt 
Abuſe of Hiſtory, and quite inexcuſable 


knovyn, that theſe Fatliers made uſe ofother 
* Goſpels, wherein ſuch Paaſſages might 


þ 20 * or * might e 
a in 


/ 


Ss 

© in unwritten Tradition. Befides which, 
I could almoſt venture to affirm, that 
© theſe Fathers of the firſt Century, do 
not expreſsly name the Goſpels w hive 
of Matthew, Marky Luke, and Jub n.“ 
Let this be compared with what the 
ingenious" and learned Mr. Jortin Cites 
from Eeccleſtaſtical Hiſtoty, in his Remar xs 
upon that Subject, Vol. I. and then let 
the Reader judge, whether it can be proved 
from Ecclefiaftical Hiſtory; that the: Gol: 
pels attributed to Matthew,' Mark, Luke, 

and Jabn, were written by them. «(et 
If Eceleſiaſtical Hiſtory, does not prove 
the Truth of this, and if the Fathers of the 
firſt Century do not expreſsly name ie 
Goſpels we have of Matthew, Mark; Luta 
and Jobn, which the Noble Writer aſſerts; 
for my part I can't ſee of what Uſe, Ecele- 
ſiaſtical Hiſtory is to ou W * 

Teſtament i is genuine. 7 I if 
At leaſt this is mY that * Noble 
Writer, of all others, ouglu not to have ſent 

us to Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, to know 
whether Chriſtianity be of Gd. 
B2 | But 


112 
Bet let us hear Mr. e ws — 
ons The Books and Epiſtles of thi New 
© Teſtament were written by Diſciples of 
* Chriſt, or their Companions. 
We cannot ſappoſe that any Perſons, 
* of whatſoeverAbilities, could have forged 
© them after the Deteaſe of the Apoſtles. 
There is not one Page in the New 
© Teſtament, which affords not internal 
Characters of being compoſed by Men 


© who lived at the time, when the things 


happened, which are there related; This 
© is as evident, as it is, that the Noble 
* Engliſh Hiſtorian, who wrote an Account 
© of the Troubles in the time of Charles 


+ hb Firſt, was himſelf concerned in thoſs 


y 


Trunſactionss. 

Fapias converſed with the Diſciplesof 
© the Apoſtles, about the | begibning of 
the ſecond Century. He ſpeaks-of the 
* Goſpels of Matthew and Mark as extant 
and written by chem. W199 

* Tuſtin Martyr, A. D. CL,-dnentioos 


X * the Goſpels as * received and 


* read 


ns 
nd 
ad 


(133) 
« read in the Congregations in his time. 
Ne muſt have conuerſed wih Chriſtians 
ho were old Men, and from them 
vrhen they were young. And his Cita- 


tions from the four Goſpela, from the 


* Epiſtles of St. Paul, and from the Neve - 
* lation, ſhew to = Demonſtration that he 
Bn gt of Me eng ac 
main. A} 

0 Is e ite bene l LAX 
and Juſtin, are the Authors called 
* Apoſtolical; as Clemens, Hermas, Barna- 
© bas, Ignatius. Theſe Authors make uſe of 
* ſome of the Goſpels and "Epiſtles, and 
* allude to them; which makes them 
——— ſerviceable to the 

* Chriſtian Cauſe. We cannot ſuppole, 
* hat they had-the Inclination; we may 

* poſitively affirm, that they had not the 


Capacity to forge them. 1 


s Writings prove it. 
The Heretics alſo, who: ak Bin: 


temporaries with the Apoſtles andApoſto- 


ical Fathers, beat their Teſtimony to the 


Exiſtence 


141 
Exiſtence of the New Teſtament, and moſt 
aaf them Had / their forged or interpolated 
Goſpelsand Epiſtles, ad khoing that with- 
„ they could. riot 

hope to iget.and retain any Followers,” | 
Much more to the ame!purpoſc may 
be ound in Mir. Jurtin , Remarks, &c: 
Vol. I. from p. 41. to p. 7 hich ſuf . 
ficienty - expoſes: the Weakneſe, if not 
ſomething worſe, of all that the es 
Writer has ſaid upon this. SubjeR;  . 
Another Poiht, which the Noble Wrizer 
inſiſts upon, d; That the Text of the 
Holy Weit is, an many arcounts, inſuffici. 
dent to be che ſole Criterion of Orthodoxy,” 
This is 2 Declaratian, worthy of 4 
Papiſt. _ But it intirely ſubverts the Foun- 
dation of Proteſtantiſm, which is this; 
that the Books uf Scripture are to us now, 
not only the Rule, - but the whole and the 
only Rule of Truth in Matters of Religion, 
Writers of the Roman Religion (ſays 
he) have attempted to ſhew, that the 
+ Text of the Holy Writ is, on many ac- 
.. A be the ſole Criterion 


© of 


1163 


of Octhodoxy. I apprehend top that thæy 


have ſhewn ĩt.· nung Bus TxST ? 
Writers of the Roman Religion aro er- 
tainly in the right to attempt: to ſhow, 


© That the Text of Holy, Writ is: infuffi» 


« cient to be the ſale Criterian of Ortho- 


* doxy.' For the whole of their Doctrine 
ue certainly contrary to the expreſs Words 


of Scripture> Nor do they -pretend to prove, 
che Truth of them amßer re but rn 


But fare this is not the Caſe of. Pro- 
teſtantiſm, This ſtands, in no need of the 
help of Tradition to prove its Doctrines to 
be true. Ey all confifent, Writers of the 
Reformed Religion, Tradition is intirely- | 
exploded, and the Appeal N 
Scriptures only, » 1 Sho{Þ 241 * 

The goble Writer: adds f Sm 


— im ns et Pros 


* mulgatioa. of Chriſtianity to this Hour, 
* ſhews abundantly with how: much Eaſe, 
and Succeſs, the moſt oppoſite, the moſh 
extravagant, nay; - the -:moſt- impious 


: Opinions, and /tho.- moſt, contradictoty) 
« Faiths, 


1 
| 


been done with much Eaſe, and that 


by Dr. Clarke, and other. 


. ee 


T6] 

« Faiths, may be founded on the fame 
Text, and plauſibly defended 2 the 
© fame Authority.“ ; 14 

S0 far indeed is true, That Sus übe 
© firſt Promulgation of Chriſtianiry, for 
* which we have the Authority of St Jubn, 
* to this Hour, "the moſt extravagant, the 
© moſt impious ns" and Faiths have 
* been defended.” 

But when he 'affirms, * That _ has 


© contradiQory Faiths have been plauſibly 
© defended, from the fame Text, and by 
© the ame Authority, this is far from 
being true, as Wen eee 


The Church of Rome has attempted to 
ſhew, that the Doctrine of Tranſubſtan- 
tiation is founded on the Text of the Holy 


| Writ. But will any Man, that - pretend, 


to be a Proteſtant, affirm, that they have 
done this with much Eaſe; or with the 
leaſt Plauſibility ? Or is thisany Argument, 
that the Scripture is inſufficient to- be the 


yl 


17 1 
The ſame is true concerning the. mote 
oppoſite the moſt extravagant, the moſt 
impious and contradictory Faiths. They 
cannot all of them be fognded on the fame 
Texts of Scripture, or plauſibly deſended 
by the ſame Authority. One" Faith only 
can be true. And to ſay, that this cannot 
eaſily be leno wn, is doing the greateſt Dlſ- 
honour to yy 4 rd wa 
Kehoe,” 12 

— Mn, 6 Ae 10 
eſſectualſy defend ad Cauſe of Popery, 
as this Writer does'? ' 
% Hojewen 2s Wrinn of the Reformed 
+ Religion have crected their Batteries 

„gala Tradition z and the only Diffi- 
© culty'they had to encounter in this Enter. 


* prize lay in levelling and pointing their 
Cannon ſo, as to avoid demoliſhing, in 


one common Ruin, the Dan 


© retain, and thoſe they reject.” | 
This is a falſe Aenne ofthe 

Writings of all confifent Proteſtants. No 

confiftent Proteſtant ever faund any. Diffi- 


| culty do encounter Tradition, ſo as to avoid 


C demol Wee 


4 
3 
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demoliſhing, in one common Ruin, the 
Traditions they retain, and thoſe they 
reject; for they reject the whole of 
Tradition. This he might have learnt, if 
he had ever read Dr. Clarke's Ae 
to his Scripture Doctrine, ; kcc. 

He farther adds, — * Each fide has 
© been employed to weaken the Cauſe, and 
* explode the Syſtem of his Adverſary; 
* and whilſt they have been fo employed,. 
© they have jointly laid their Axes to the 
© Root of Chriſtianity, For thus Men 
© will be apt to reaſon upon what they 
have advanced. If the Text has not 


that Authenticity, Clearneſs, and Preci- 


« fion, which are neceſſary to [eſtabliſh it 


as a divine and certain Rule of Faith and 


Practice; and, if the Tradition of the 
Church, from the firſt Ages of it, till 
the Days of Luther and Calvin, has been 
* corrupted it ſelf; and has ſerved to cor» 
rupt the Faith and Practice of Chriſtians 3 


© there remains at this time no Standard 
_ © at all of Chriſtianity. By conſequence, 
c either this Religion was not originally 

* of 


„ 


r 


3% é 0 w 5. P 
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« of Divine Inſtitution, or elſe God has not 
© provided effectually for preſerving the 


© genuine Purity of it; and the Gates of 


© Hell have actually prevailed, in contra- 


«© dition to his Promiſe, againſt the 
Church The beſt Effect of this 
© reaſoning, that can be hoped for, is that 
Men ſhould fall into Theiſm, and ſub- 
: ſcribe to the firſt Propoſition ; he muſt 
be worſe than an Athieſt, who can affirm 

* the laſt. The Dilemma is terrible. 
_ Here again he falſely charges a// Prote- 


Rants, without any D:/tin:on, with joining 


with the Papiſts, in laying their Axes to 
he Root of Chriſtianity, which by all 
conſiſtent Proteſtants is declared to be Scrip.. 
ture alone, Whereas it is true only of 
thoſe Proteſtants, who jointly with 'tte 


Papiſts, contend for Tradition, as a Rule 


of Faith and Practice. 770 
But how ridiculous is it in him to * 
—* Thus Men will be apt to reaſon upon 

* what they have advanced ? * 
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20 
Has not he himſelf advanced, That 
the Text has not that Authenticity, Clear- 
© neſs, and Preciſion, which are neceſſary 


+ to eſtabliſh it, as a divine and a certain 


©Rule of Faith and Practice; and that 
there remains at this Time no Standard at 
- all of Chriſtianity ? * 

And if the Conſequence, which he 
draws from this, be true and juſt, as it 


'evidently is; then he himſelf muſt be 
reduced to this terrible Dilemma, —either 


to confeſs himſelf a Deiſt, or an Atheiſt, 
Let his Editor chooſe which he pleaſes 


for him. 
But let no Man renounce Chriſtianity, 


| becauſe this Writer ' boldly and impiouſly 


aſſerts ; — * That the moſt oppoſite, the 
* moſt extravagant, nay, the moſt impious 
Opinions, and the moſt contradictory 
« Faiths, may be founded on the ſame 


Text, arid plauſibly defended by the 
* fame Authority.” 


For as ſure, as that Chriſtianity is ori- 
ginally of Divine inſtitution ; and that God 


cannot 


(271 | 
cannot but have provided effectually for 
preſerving the genuine Purity of it; ſo 
ſute is it, that the Text has that Authen- 
ticity, Clearneſs, and Preciſion, which are 
neceſſary to eſtabliſh it as a divine, and 
a certain, Rule of Faith and Practice. 

And a Man muſt be worſe than an 
: Atheiſt, to affirm the contrary, | 
t Let it be acknowledged, that the Senſe 
e of the Text of the Bible is plain and eaſy 
r to be underſtood ; and there will be no 
Occaſion to ſearch for true and r 
Chriſtianity in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory ; * nor 
* would Chriſtianity any longer, as the 
Noble Writer. complains, lean. on the 
Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Power, and be 
* ſupported by the forcible Influence of 
* Education ;* but it would ſhine out in 
its native Purity and Simplicity, and Jews, © 
Mahometans, and Pagans, would eaſily be 
prevailed on to embrace it. , 

Before I conclude this Point, I ought to 
a take notice of one Remark of the Noble 
d Writer, — * It has been, ſays be, long 
vt * matter 


_ iO. AMS... FTE N Zh. - 4 
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matter of Aſtoniſhment to me, that 
« Chriſtian Divines could take ſo much 
« « filly Pains to eſtabliſh Myſtery on Me- 
© taphyſics, Revelation on Philoſophy, and 
Matters of Fact on abſtract Reaſoning,” 
To this the Anſwer is plain and caſy, 
What is really myſterious in Chriſtianity, 
can be eſtabliſhed only on the expreſs 
Words of Scripture ; and it is not only filly, 
but great Preſumption, to endeavour to 
explain it, by the help of * or 
Philoſophy. 
The Scripture has declared, That che 
Son is the Only-Begotten of the Father; 
and, That the Holy Spirit proceeds from 
the Father. Theſe are Myſteries, and they 
are the only Myſteries in Chriſtianity, and 
ought to be received on the Authority of 
Revelation. | N 
But, how the Son is the Only-Begotten 
of the Father; or, how the Holy Spirit 
proceeds from the Father ; the Scripture 
has no where diſtinctly declared, and 
therefore Men ought not to preſume to be 
able to define. 


As 


1231 
© As to what this Writer ſays, — That it 
is filly to-eftabliſh Matters of Fact on 
* abſtract Reaſoning ;' — r I * 
The Noble Writer 5 A 
it can be proved from Hiſtory, that the 
Four Goſpels, which go under the Names 
of Matthew, Mark, Luke, and Jahn, Tee 
written by them. W929 n 49 
. theeeaxt'chies be.of 
this, but from abſtract Reaſoning? And 
every impartial Man judge from what 
Dr. Fofter has ſaid in Chap. 34 gf bis Uſeful» 
neſs and Truth. W 
defended. G. Gohibertr be 0 5 
I will an e Paſſage out of 
it. * To prove; ſays this excellent Divine, 
5 that! they are juſtly attributed. to_ the 2 
© Perſons, under. whoſe | Names we re · 2 
© ceive them, there is all the poſitive Evi: 1 
© dence, that the Nature of the Caſe will 
© bear; there is the Univerſal Conſent of 
_ OT They were ſeveral of them 
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quoted as theirs byContemporaries,in the 
very Age; in which they were wrote; 
© and all in the immediately ſucceeding 
* Ages; and have, as far as appears, been 
< conftantly'acknowledged/in that Charac- 
ter, both by Friends and Enemies. And 
I would: afk now, ſince no Man can 
pretend to aſſign one internal Mark of 
Forgery, what better Evidence we: have; 
© nay indeed; what higher Evidence'there 
_ © can be, in tie Nature: of the Thing, 
© that Creevo,” Julius Cæſar,; or any other 
Names, e N 
* diſputed Tradition.“ p. 101, 102. | 
The laſt Point; which: I' wok Notice 
of, as maintained by the Noble Writer, 


is; — That the Reſurrection of Letters 
© has been à fatal Period ; and, that Chr 
* * Rianiry has been in Dees ever ſince. 

This is a ſtrange Diſeovery indeed, in 
which 1 believe the Noble Writer it 
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Have all Human Arts and Rciincoeheen 
contimially-ainptoving) Gnct the Reſugrec» 
tion of \Letters, and has: Chriſtianity" alons 
fuffer'diby!it ? Hard indeed: would be the 
Fate of Chriſtianity, ' if this were true,” . 

Has not the, Duty and Practice of; a 
Chrifhin, as wäght in che New Teſtament; 
been ſot in 4 cleurer Light, ſince the Nea 
formation or Reſurreivn af Letteri, than 
it vas before? Or do Proteſtants live in as 
great or grdater Ignoranbe, than the Phpiſta, 
as they werte in the datleeſt "Ages: of 
Popery DI öũνονο 51 do dig) ech boten 

But to the Glory of i the Reformation; 
and the Reſurrection v Letters, be it ſpo— 
ken, chat ſince that ra; all the abſurd 
Rome have been exploded, and Chriſtianity, © 
ſo far as it relates to Praktice, has been 
reſtored in all che Reformed Churches, 
to its Native Purity and Simplicity 
I wiſh, I- could ſay the ſame a8 to 
Faith, 


D Nevertheleſs 
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Nevertheleſs it is a certain Truth, chat 
ſome eminent Proteſtant Divines, ſuch | as 
Dr. S. Clarke, and Dr. 7. Foſter, - to 
mention no othert; who, to uſe the No- 
vines without any Sneer, who believed 
_ themſelves, and would have Mankind 
{ believe, not for Temporal, but far Spiri- 
5 tua) Intereſt; not for the Sake of the 
«Clergy, but for the Sake of Mankind; 
and let me add, for the Honour of 
— theſe Men have, by their Writings, re- 
ſtored the Faith 8 to "ts La 
nuine Purity and Simplicity. 
And if it be not — ok 
licly: profeſſed, it may fo far be ſaidꝭ in 
Excuſe, —tbat the preſent Times nwill inot 
bear it. Fabn'r 022d vat won 
However, there are not wanting thoſe, 
who give broad Hints, — hat they be- 
lieve in. their Hearts and, "_ 6 yp 


20:/h to ſee eſtabliſhed. 
alodnn Such 
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Such is the ingenious and leatned Au- 
thor of the Remarks on, Eeclgiafica His 
to /fory, as may be ſeen throughout his Pre- 
face to his Remarks z, who though he 
will not I as he ſays ] enter into any 
* Particulars; and if his Opinion, as to 
© Particulars, were to be aſked,. would 
perhaps, like Simonides, deſire a Day to 
* conſider,” and then another; — he wil 
pardon me, if I ſay, not for this Reaſans 
that he could not readily. give an Anſwer ; 
| —yet is ſo free as to declare; —* that if 
re- © thoſe two excellent Prelates, Taylor and 
| ' Tilhotfor,” and Eraſmus and Chillingwotth, 
and Jolla: Hates, and Lacle, and Epiſco- 
pub- * pius, and Grotius, and many, who 
id in . had been Contem- 


determine. the -imporyat Queſtion, — + 

* What. makes a Man @ Chriſtian, and. what 

be. Palin of Faith ſbould be deemed ſuf- 

they ' feet — they would, probably have 

' agreed; notwithſtanding the Diverſity 

of * which they might all 12 
D 2 


(WJ 
had on ſome thedlogical Points. There 
* have been others indeed, who on ſuch 
„ ocaſton would have given us am ample 
_ ©'Catalogue of Neceffaries, the Inſerenoe 

from which would have been, chat it 
muſt needs be a very learned, and a 


"very ſubtle, and à very ingenious "thing 
*to be a good Chriſtian ; for. ſome of 


: theſe Necgſſar ier are of ſo refined a Na- 
ture, that the Underſtanding can hardly 
© lay Hold of them, 3 
* them.” 12 p 


— to it Is — Noble Writer, 


As it is a moſt-abfard and \ falſe Aſſer- 
tion, © that Chriſtianity has been in De- 
* cay, ever fince the Reſurrection of | Let- 
© ters ;'—ſo the Method, which he pro- 
poſes, for the Reſtoration of pure and un- 
corrupted Chriſtianity, is no leſs abſurd, 
and inſufficient to attain the End. This, 
© he tells us, can no other way be effect 
"ed, than by the Study of Hiſtory, 
* Chronology, and Criticifin,” i, = 
a Now 


e which aal Man 6 drin, c. . 


(F293 
* an may be a 
| perfect Maſter of theſe. three Sciences, and. 

yet be ;uttbrly;; Ignorant, muh that Faith 


mealed in tu Ot en gs 10 1 . 
This can be learnt onl 


Scriptute; amd, Patil . 
* as Dr... Clarke! obſerves, only a/c 
Texts ſor Form fake. 5; J juſt. as ſhall 
* ſerve ſome! particular Hypatbefis,- without 
* ſhewitig how to reconcile: it with the 
* whale Scripture 1 but by. a ſerious Study 
+ of the  «0bole' Scripture, and by taking 
© care that the Explication be-;con/fflent 
« with-igſelf in every Part. 22113 101 
Hence it apptars how little Knowledge 
the Noble Writer hatt) of. Chriſtianity, 
both as to Faith and Practice; and that 
he had done well, if he had conſihed 
himſelf to the Study. and Uſe of Dro- 
-phane Hiſtory! : for which, it muſt. be 
acknowledged, he was well qualified ; and 
that he had not meddled at all with Chri- 
ſtianity. m igile . L eng | 02 ? 


And 
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- 105 his Editor, in nay humble Opi- 
ion, would hart much better conſulted 
s own, and his Noble Friehd's Repota- 
"tibri” had he eicher leſt out this Part of his 


Work, or e 
*. 10 1852 20 
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Fot the Giri way io bring; Men, back 

— — Deiſts, is to 
affert, as his Friend kas done; That 
the Text of the Bible has not that 
Authenticity, 'Clearneſs, and Precifion, 
4 which are neceſſary to eſtabliſhi it, as 2 
divine and certain Rule of- N 

practice ob | 

For thus the Papi e 

That if this be true, then it is ſafeſt to 
Ide of their Church, which does not 
10: reqdire Men to ſtudy the Scripture, 

but to belle wol impliaity in-that benſe af 
0 de the Church puts upon it. 
And thus the Deiſt afgues: 
That if te Scriptures ate not to be 
VDunderſtocd tlien it ds boſt i and ſaſeſt 


to profeſs Natural Religion, which i 
baA * plain, 
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« plain, and "fy to be underſtood by 

© all Men.” — 
The Dilemma is terrible, but it is true. 

So effectually has the Noble Writer laid 
his Ax to the Root, not only of Prote- 
ſtantiſm, but of Chrif:amty itſelf, 
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